
Dear Bob, Borriet 

Did I ever thank you properly for your hospitality to 100 while I 
was in X.X, last month? I have been so haressed, that I hwze the 3cme 
of horing followed through on no more than 8 random fraction of my wishes 
8nd intentions; and thst I might all too readily mistske the wish for the 
dead. Both of you were 3o wesrg when I sow you; 1 could not but feel 
8 bit guilty for having kept you from your rest; but it was also plzin 
thet you were willing co-conspiratprs. If you know that our home is alweys 
open to you on precisely the 38me br+ie I will need no other re8ssur8ncea 
tit ag8in, it ~83 8 matter not to be overlooked thet 8n effort that, in 
other ciroum3tsncee, might well be lebelled 8s generous hoejM,tality, in the 
event ~8s 8 considerable secrifice to friendship. 

I was reminded of thst visit, 8nd of the two of you, by e local 
depsrtmental deoision that etene from my preocctipation with "disciplinee" 
end my i&ovsrsional resolve3 about the uses of the sociology~ science 
Gilda Loew is a biophysicist here, 8 women of - - 3 a:;e more or lees: 
who left s seaure position teething physic3 at ~OnOIlS COlle~C3 t0 m8rX'y 8 
professor here 8t Stnnford (at the SLAC highenergy physics center). She 
came to see ne then (shout 4 yeor ego) looking for 8 position that might 
we her skills, in a medic81 context. she happens to be a puretheoreticion, 
who compute3 the shapes 8nd binding energies of molecule6 83 8n exercise 
in quantum physics. She evidently has qyite 8 good reputetion in thot field; 
she is neither interested nor competent in eny experiment81 work, whatsoever. 
I offered her tho hospitality of 8 courtesy appointment to 8110~ her to 
transfer her XII? gr8nts, in the eepectation that she would soon find 8 
permenant position in a depsrtment like ph8rsnaco~ogy or biochem&Mjzy, or 
psrheps st one of the other schools in tho Bay 8re8. 

De&lees to e8y that hasn’t happened; 8nd one view of subsequent events 
would be on anelogy with the Old Em of Bhe See, or the or&&ntcl r:$%h(?) 
of the fete of the suicide-preventer. i3ut I have had too much regsrd for 
her talents, end too much sympS.Miy for her predicament, to accept this view. 
Were she free to seek out a position without geogrerjhic restriction, T have 
no doubt of her %8rketsbility", end indeed thst she might even be much 
sought-efter here; without thet market valuetion, end in the position of 
8 seeker, she is in specisl trouble, Her noin problem is that of the inter- 
disci~lin8rian/innovator. 3io one quite khowe where to place her work in 
theoretic81 molecular biophysics (a position okin to Crick'3 before 1953; 
but et least he wa3 interpreting experimental data, albeit mostly others'). 
Coupled with the Ynnobile woman syndronefl , we have a nearly fat81 dise83te. 

Some sense of this had motivated my origin81 "hospit8lity" to her; but 
I w83 quite resiatsnt to distorting the professions of my own department and 
discipline by trying to carve out a definfte niche for her there. iIo:Jever, 
on administrative crises loomed Turin?; the last yeor, with the university's 
taking 8 quite justifiable poeitfon of the most critical scrutiny of the 
drrregulsre who sought to epply for Srant fun2s under its 8egfs. FortunaBoly, 
1 had just m8de a rough scan of potcntisl interdisciplinee -- in the 
progrem we discussed of trying to enticipate snd accelerate some of the 
eventual postm=*urc sciehces; and I h8d independently snd self-ourprisiqly 
conoluded thst moleculsr-shape-theory wa3 one of the high priority candidztcs-- 
even though one con hardly & find 8n instance where empiric81 measurements 
do not outpece the theoretic81 predictions. 



wren so, L mlgnt nave effectively conpLrtmcntalited these lines of 
thought, if I had'not self-consciously decided not to, along the line6 
I have discussed with you 
to grasp the nettle, and Fob 

some times in the past, So... I did deuide 
ry to fight through an appointment for her at 

63 faculty level. 
I sweet the main trouble to come from my own department."Don't 

we heoe higher prioritfee for Genetics then thet, etc." Nterna tively, 
nwell, if we ere going to fill a slot in this new field, shouldn't are 
start 8 nstionsl seeroh de nova and find the best possible person for 
it?" This is more difficult to answer) in f8ot, Gild8 will be content 
to take 6 tentative 8nd eoft-money-fundeed kind of role (with the expeu 
tation of eventual eolidificatioa) that would probably deter most com- 
petitors. And I am else trying to help 6olve 8 problem for an inmobile 
woman without ( I an uonfident) doing any significant viAence to the 
university'6 tradition81 6t8ndard6. 

It is on this latter point that I might ask you2 for some substantial 
help, knowing that you roust have thought a great deal about the problem 
of reconcmling an array of values that, 
conflict. 

at first order, may be in some 

niche, 
To restrict one's search geographically, in filling a given 

inevitably suboptimize the candidates with res^,ect to any other 
paroneter. Gne is reminded of the Adam-Snithian argument8 against pro- 
tectionist tsriffs a6 inpediments to the most econonicolly efficacious 
sllocation of resources. And yet there are, of course, domestia value6 
of a high order that need to be protected! Were it not for the long 
range consequences of the tenure system (another manifest form of iamo- 
bility), one could argue that the cultivation of a reputation for fair- 
dc‘?ling towards Women will enhance its market-attractiveness to some 
(but perha not all!) aen, If you c3n aqgest the most persuasive 
and thoughtful articulation6 of this problem -- I do not of course have 
any need for retiadere of shrill polemic6 -- it would be most helpful. 

All the best, 

, 
/ 

,; ,- .- 
Rote6 : 

1. Fortunetely, 86 8 theorettiian she needs 8 niniJumm of fecilities and 
space- a bare office and a computer terminal. Indeed, her sharing in the 
funding of the computer facility, by virtue of grant-paid fees, helps the 
ooc;aunity: we are .al;iays ot the margin of a significant economy of scale 
in that arena. 
2. This work is perkaps the ultimate of reductionism; one of her project8 
concerns the shape-characterization of psychotropic molecules like opiates; 
one should be able to iuputethe shape of the mind therefDsn.,., at least, 
insofar a8 this can -be reductively defined. 

3. Have you noticed how'nsny of the very few women who h8ve achieved 8 
high reputetion in nethemticsl area6 heve speoialised in molecular chape? 
There is a while tribe of female cryetallogrephers, epitomized by Lonsdale. 
Field-study of primates (a la Goodall) is another idiooyncratia specialty; 
but Lea$jey (Sr.1 may be personally reeponsible. 
P.S. The current controversy shout evolution in Calif. textbook6 looks 
like 8 pronfsing areaa for some COntempO~rary 6ociology/?hilo6ophy of 
science. have you already thought much about that? . 



C’ - 

PPS. Re Ortgg6 effect. Cf. p.302/~ Agin and Soaiety/fn 9. 

Do you really believe thirr? I have sometimes thoucbt 130, but 01 
more critical reflection mm doubt it. fb@ average quality of science may 
be dependent on other cultural fectors far more than on its total volume 
(which 1 assune is proportional to level of finsncial support). Internationally,- 
countries that did not support science (Italy, Japan before 1.960, India) 
produced almost nothing worthwhile in the experimental sciences, i.e., even 
in proportion to the total level of activity. And 1 8m inclined to think 
that the overall quelity of science in the US has improved even through the 
funding spurt of the 606. But these 8re Subjective impre66ion6. 

How test 8 point (loose 6llegetione about which can only deepen the 
political problem6 feting the soiences today?) I've asked Garfield to think 
about the '*imps& factors" of say chettiatry, a6 published in US v6 UK journals, 
and 66 expressed in the citational behavior of GerD8n6 and Japanese, who f 
would not to e-eat to have strong extroscientifio bia68e6 on this point. 

A6 far a6 1 perceiw it, snd,dcspite some personal Chagrin shout 8 
few egregious exoeptions thet tend to prove the rule, the quelity of scien- 
tf;fic work in the fields 1 know is consistent with the peer-evaluations that 
are reflected in grant approval. The balance from discipline to discipline 
is perhaps another story: forgive ue if I say that very little of the'sociel 
science' funded by UXI-RI would meet either your standard6 or my own, and was 
often justified by an expressed need to help support the develoynent of com- __- -~------- 
petence. I WEJS not much heeded when I su,~$ested that most of the funds go 
to the very few indiVidU816 doing really first cl866 work, to encourage then 
to form t%n6titute6" 08 center6 of excellence. 

The sourues of quality in soience constittite such pn important problem 
that 1 hope you might 2~6~6 get some of your students to try to develop 
method6 to test these propositions. Hasn't every generation deplored the 
vulgarization of culture by the hoi polloi? 


